Boar Henry, 



9 /’jO/ii'5 

Yeer letter of the 28th case with the (Mtawyswoeos, who have jus+ le^t 
Became a believe you have net really confronted what i'£ wri'Sen ^^‘in 
haste oocauao 1 must got back or. the affidavit this gfto noon. 1* D glad you -.groo 
•hat tranknes3 is necessary. ^ 

„ h tZf 0 * f U d ° n0t s ^ 33t thut tii0 yovil ts ^Llied JiX. Unless you ao&i this, 

“ 810 you Shying ia this chapter or any mentions elsew&ore? Tao't t 1 -*- 1 - the 

e„K„ for **** telco, b» ete CIA Sci^ou ™ at f 

0 3 UJ Jt.o,uiA hue ,o that Iona period of subhuLmn treatment? About whet ~Ieo 
he supposedly sent to allegedly disinf&rta? * " ' " “ 

. ' Ion hflVe f?° ided the 0tttri ^ t ^ «*»t» but basic in what you have written 

xs the presumption/ suggestion of it. 

how thG deSre ° t0 which you biVe '^ten wit): this in mind and 

vha+is f** ff 5 . of dubious honesty, tod when you can omit 

^ tfjfyou £ S ^ " ai8a0a8St PerS ° n » pwta » B you Ci * 300 “ 

what ifTSfcS ft 1 ’ tnrl ? en ab ° Ut Moseako » co *- ld possibly omit 

. 1 1 . tb ® f ^ tc * abuse 133X1 aa it and hokc- up its incredible story, his 

SSSTv? the KGB re ® irded as aa American sleeper agent or agent in place? 
wnen you pretend to give both side^ 

, rou _ l ^t™ S T d f. the wec- k ®l passes, you have done much more than you state in 
f * f 1 ilaVe o 1 #^' sported the business about Oswald's weekend 

JT®? 8 ^ / Xy briefly) and the reader is completely welcome to any interpretation 
no pleases - jms am. yours is that the pisses were irrelevant." Unless my recollection 
f U Siad 5® y M8r8 for 011 ^teliigonce purpose not that that they could 

th£ ^11,^ ?“ nGr pUrpose : ,^ n you “y that 1 be exactly right about 

TT°*„ y ? dd * 8a,re 110 way of mowing for sure and am not uncomfortable reporting 
.ms, meaning only that they sore for an intelligence purpose. Would you lx? (£. 

wn t 3 v nt f°£ “ d±d not mi you ’ d aot uncomfortable 
-t, don t knoM ?Jld yo« have nc way of knowing what, 

jJJD d;id vath t/30se passes you cannot wen be sure he got or were in - mv 
tfreT-? 11 / ? yoU ' A 150(31 in :2ny service , you'd know that almost .'ill meh just w;«t 
t? *° r *° seaaaa * for '**>&*€• for drinking - any reason - just to get a way. 

1 ^ f 17 bocaUi ;' G you b^ 0 110 wa ^ of knowing for sure that it is at least ove-n- 

writmg and irresponsible to even suggest that he had any purpose, intelligence or ~ 

S3 fSSf “*** tQ ijlteniS — ^ b o“be 

^•v! ^.sro?“ 

°- ntent ^ H0SOnk ° i^u etc duplicatin.; Epstein, 

even with the at best thin daponeoe stuff. 

t rc - iIly beli T ro tllat y 01537 ,?aixi ia t0 OT oid the Nosenko question as best 

X 01 tr ‘° S nd v I ' VB reported abovs £, nd then «ith what you do say? 

w ~ ,./?? yourself . fou also kid yourself when you claim "I don't 

-n •■••hat I think about £ul of it" because inevitable/, with your ejrrohasi" and 
omissions you do and can't avoid it. You don't have to b, explicit to do this end 



you realjy do oo it. You Isave other and serious omissions if 



aa. - + , •• uuusuuiii, ii you are iioin.-v to handle 

t: !a i f d , uhoy : ,J ? significant, of tljo kind that if say Sylvia wore to 

2i 'f, y ° U ah \ tb - oa '- hi: of she'd clobber you dth. Discussing 

7 f s,OQla ^ Euch z ~ x > there is much of it throughout this chanter. 

- „us. .note you in worry and haste to alert you. I'll gr.ve you a few specifics, not 




just rush -'0 tiling oft tho top or til ‘ head* Your ona^tsions as well as your 
emphasis have much to do with whether " I have cor® down on either side." 

- * you wonder ..a ere i go t idea a in t tx-atelxn. .^you m. , est tho iH 
'iGUi.iL prefer LdJ to Ji'K. Ir iiS) was ICC, and you have much that is at best tenuous 
on Lxiio and sC:..o not even vast , and UIO or fed didl, what else son it moan? Tim 
reader cun take nothing else from it. 

Pago 2s if your purpose is to report all the ways people have dug up over the 



years to suggest Osv. 






cornice vIlgii f you do uo j s&y or ©von ou^g^s't 



this and you certainty do act do it. Once again, in selection and emphasis you do 
something entirely s2£ fefxg different. And some of the bases are nonexistent, as 
a follj^oing example will illustrate and ns others 1 1 vo noted also do. 



*Ott say you will address alleged v aatro and anti-Castro plots separate 



iou 



liave already conditioned the reader and your own point of view here, as I'll go into 
a little below. Meanwhile, v?J.th these diggers up, again selectively, you have no 
intelligence purpose WO could have served for the JUSTi, or **arint», .where you also 
stretch and strsfch incredibly. You suggest nothing at all, <j,uojfe nobody at all and 
leave only the role of JS’K' s as assin. 

I agree ©ntj/fcely ith your penultimate graf, except for its limitation to that 
being my real argument. You just haven't realised that innyour selection, inclusion 
and emphasis you haatlocaded what he is going to do and what he is going to try to 
impart, your words. I am trying to tell -you what you have deesfe to do and what 
you have decided to impart and that no matter how you came to these views and hoi? 
highly you regard them now you will, in the end, be very unhappy about this business, 
which is seriously flawed in many ways* 



Earlier this morning, as I go over this 



bits and pieces when I can- admittedly 



tne worst way - I'd core to page 43, Section 4, and got to the middle of page 46. I'll 
repeat some of the notes I made* 

Page 43, last 2 lines gsaf 1 5 "Khruschev refused, arguing that theyawere 
neaess^v," referring to JFK* a demand that Kh "remove the launch facilities at 
once." i’ac tually; di iccrrec t and yet basic to your argument/ doctrine. Kh never refused. 
Ey note reads, '.'Not quits this way. Kh agreed to if J33C would reciprocal©." There 
was no Kh refusal to remove more than the facilities. He merely asked in rotate that 



dFIC eliminate Ms purposes in sen-ding them there to begin with. When JFK refused 
tlsis Kh then proposed that ho would remove Ms installations if JFK would in turn 
remove those of the IS, which were not separated from the USSR by 80 miles of ocean 
but were in the border in furla>y. I think there is more below but if not I’ll add. 

•s? our uanes from bottom, "surveaHarico from the i— 2 planes flying regular secret missions 
hi^i above Cuba.” % note does not say, but they wore not "secret" and if I an not 
wrong in ay recollection, one was shot down* The note is; "Hot regular flights. 

Prevented by weather for long tins*” I think about five weeks* (Of course, in a 
different context, wc were always flying the U-Ss there and elsewhere when we could, 
but never in tho impossible secrecy. 

E-ge 44, line 1, "The standoff ended." % note, mad© as I read, is;" Why do you 
not say hQv it ended. This is essential in understanding how Khruschev and USSR felt 
about JFK because while you do not say it explicitly you do imply that No_pen!co was 
sent to disinform about USSR involvement in the assassination. " Next sentence .T^o 
Soviets at least went tJirou,^ the motions of removing tho missiles* H Mjr note; 

'Gone, Henry , tills is not fact, it is propaganda* Suddenly you have no faith in 
snore H-2s?" So you know of any .really reasonable basis for even suggesting tint 
"1- tiiose installations and nissILas wore not than removed or that any reel, •.cements 
have been sent an since .it This is simplistic, irrational, ^ary-iilco belief that is 
far below your intoHi^gence* T^oso things can’t bo hid;en and the overnights continued. 




S S^&kB " ~~ - 

abide by their «ae«S^rt ^ h^-GL. *e bound succeeding US governments to 
4-0 to CoS ‘ ^ , ' h ° ir a ®^ent was not limited to efforts by exiles 

fl 6VOnt » ** «* « United to whS 

that the US would not invadf^UhS JF^f S' What ^ alieads ' * uoted a^ut exiles, 

sks&“ “ “ S ^fa-ji'sss. 

ssi^»^ 

y « ,4^ gy ° i «**» 

then. I forgot tor note ■ "A^-i n actuary sfen strengthened by 

*» o» JS;» i SS,tS SS"-it“fT thos ; *«» b«t ™. M *7 

want to believe it be0au;;e lt was later. Whether you 

beginning of detente" ~f\ to a ne - i relationship with the. USSR, the 

the SchtesL=e~ and*S^n?irL^ f lucdnatin S inforaation on it^&ak both 

“■W'tat defeat in the W „1 k» ho “TLIed Si?* f’ 

It was followed by an <vy~f- P r<ri tm rar «■?-!>„.-<. a. , .f.\ — Jaiteu teso^oan agreement, 

hawks is to the entSeS4eZf?J °^ t0 de ^ta^so. % roferiee to the USSR 
and deijilitariaation clid not survival ^ KhrUschs ^ ,s effo3rts ** ***** 



you 




iggers: 



„ an tins, t he whole silliness about Jnc-r 

-I e actual naps were not nade in the Dalis'- shno w- K * ,. 0 ^ Jc - feGC 

in tvoa provided evidence nr ,,w j- .. - . "" , ■’• 5 w ‘*' of names sek£ set 

tiiah all you conjecture is true (and bv thin T nonniV^ “7" v ~' n 5 ou-sc Suppose 
and your sources are at least questionable. How coiad t'wS rSe ZvZ Z ^ ^ 
value or significance when °astro/l®3K and nest In^ZZ^TliZZ ?**&?**** 
U-23 photographed of Cuba, nvor and Sy~r jXZ - *" 

C-. 1 CS or places of any kind by any intelligence agency. ' a 

"How does one ooze trarnteS «/ ^ strongly suggestive writing. % noteXi 

was par!: oHx Lt.-SSS ^ ** ? lasi do ’ *»• ^ unlike Dell, I 
was In^a-A '« £ J WaS 3x80 a ^^ish agent- unpaid - because I 

S i ’.V s mde * «*•’ pertaining to 

Kohrcnschildt bocam^volved w-* ^"oydj S 1 ^ lific f lt that De 

in the Infancy of the Cuban Idsie ^ ^ iT^f of Onto ^ 7,1962. 

gathered at who •«<— a.H>d- ho <nxd olegjmt (sxc) wife and daughter 

"Do;. you r-i.v <••'!-. £?' k * Z d r Plex a P artefiJlt ^rt Worth." by note: 

I got. } ix, -cu r ^ t; *> Wi®6 in any way?" (Thi is as far an 

be^n sLiVcJit* i:“J j 1 / UU ^ ^ you say it was or could have 

have abdicated to ^ Tff ^ I '» gating that you 

the Cuban Ids de crisfi? Or WWten^SlSf^ 




have reasonably depisidablo information about ih is the poverty of tho Oswalds and 
tho efforts of the expatriate Russians to help thorn* You are just carried away in 
.',11 of tliis over./riting. And in what ay eye just caught, what followed, your and fury’s 
belief tliat Dell could have had no other interest in. UK), This is silly* For one thing, 
<&t the beginning, the mere fact that ho had, especially so young, gone through the 
motions of defection i-xid then returned# For another, UK) was not the boring stereotypes 
of the rest o that Russian copstaity# 



I*ve skimmed t/je rest of tills pu@B and the next, by your reasoning and 
to me incredible suggestions, do you realm --e what you could do to much of tlie rest 
of the world by tills hind of imputing purpose to the purposolossnoss? You connect 
all with the Cuba EfcLssle crisis and avoid saying why ia your mind this lias any 
Mgndficance, which reduce^ or limits it to wliat 1 say above, the assassination! 

/hid xh how can you possibly surest, leave alone believe, that his leaving one job 
for another, clearly one ho preferred, had any connection with either Deti or the 
crisis? Do you suppose he was privy to what was going ohj# between the US and USSR? 
Or that even if he were a top spook, flei-1 was? With regard to the latter, I think 
in nay haste 1 omitted one or noro notes. One was to ask if you hud read the actual 
fleli 105 file, which I had to fight long and hard to got from tho FBI. I have, and it 
fails to make any real case of DeH as any kind of agent for anyone. The suspicions 
are there and arc stated and the investigation was extensive and international, but 
there is no more than can be said of me and countless flJLllions of people, we at time 



knew others. Do you have any idea wliat you could do to go, for example, on this • 
basis, like associating me with French’ and some tatin American intelligence agencies 
and so many in those military organisations? Including Trujillo, utod how I detested 
him in particular# 



Henry, this is really terrible stuff and I do not and cannot believe it is the 
result of your own thinking. It is not thinking, it is not even solid propaganda. It 
is tho possible consequence of trusting and depending on personable and interesting 
sources and then not doing any independent thinking, no devil’s advocacy# You 
demean yourslf (and your book) terribly in this and at the very best it is very, 
very thin and not really even reason , folak. 

In some of tills I’ve also intended to inf or® you of what you know little or 
nothiijg about but you have made important in what you've written, liks the Cuba 
MissSLo Crisis, and emitting the ,! n" is not a typo® 



And on those st .ange Russians in that area, please 



believes mo, ’je-causo I coao 



from that kind of culture, most, of them would have wanted 
tried, despite personal dislikes, to he'ip fhose|n need. T 
cultural and attributing any kind of meaning to it is not 
justified when any kind of offbeat character is involved. 



to help and would have 
; is traditional and it is 
justified. It is even less 



I’ve just remembered another note I skipped, where you have some solemnity 
about daggers needing lift co help with Cyrillic names. Iy, ay! I had no idea tint 
jje had Russians piloting our U-2s! How uncritically did you go for those foilish 
Saryisms?! What purpose would t: ere bo in printing Syrillicion raaps for HR pilots? 
Isn’t English enough? And how could they use GurilliefSAfoorae reviewer or talk-show 
host or adversary pick up some of this and you’ll bo b national laughingstock! 



As a reporter you’d never have considered going esss with one— source stuff on 
controversial material. Yet you do throughout, and so selectively, and not 

just with tho above# Defers you depend on SelgB&c, as for sample you do, I think, 
with regard to lift at tlie Cuban conciliate in LA, 3 vvo you kept up with JJejgado’s 
statements? I-.hr/ o a file, and althougli it is ibticoraplete, ha cannot be believed on 
anything of this nature# 3: is what the 3T.C. Cubans called Dringuier, El Estupides, 
which .loos not moan stupid but mens The Stupidity# Yet a : that .-joint you omit what 
xan. bo significant , uhoro Oswald spent his tins awaiting Me dischar.ga# Tiis >i0 mat. rial 




SQYS ^ i X)St security office. With all his alleged talking ‘*ars±m, with all his 
Hussion and Marxist literature throu#i the rails, and investigated after being 
reported, <lnd with more J-'ll not go xnto, And if you were oven* in. any military 
servaoe, can you really believe that Oswald or anyone else was or would have baen 
called of. of guard duty for a Caban diplomat of any rank? Do/gado's at cry and basic 
in that whole line, Delgado, who though gfae .Animal l-am was a Communist book - and 
said at was UIO’s favorite, 

leu eoii’i. cate sourceos'. in some of what I've commented on and you can’t cits 



dependable sources cn most c 



the rest of it no matter how Sissd. labors. 



I dicin' t exocct 



taiie tnis much tine but I* a troubled and worried fox 1 you and 



. — w iujukj uui. x id uruuuxeu anu womca iox‘ you 

for your book and because I anticipate there will be much more of it, especially 

when you deal with Oswald in dew Orleans and particularly because you’ve not asked 
ms for any information about it or for any o/'iay unpublished work, «ad as you know, 

1 span, much time on tiiat. But as I said with regard to some of my infoimtion 
bearing whether °swald ^aa anybody's agent of any kind, I won’t have it part of 
anything with tills kind of approach. 1*11 give you a minor sample. Bringuier liod 
about when ho first not Oswald and how and his proof aof it. When I say lie lied I 

mean no-, that sene source told me this but that a have contemporaneous documentation 

■ m hanawriting of At, It was much earlier. Kis relationship with ihalip deraci III 
also was entirely different than he testified. 

11.01*0 lias just been a very long int* irruption and it is now si rest suppertines. 

X liad aaked "ill surlier if si© would be kind enough to read and caijhsi thin .-aid die 
scad aho would but she now won’t have tine today, I’vo na’o a carbon I’ll send to 
bigsi so she also will know wiiat X'vc said, particularly about iier quests. 

Henry , I'm worried and troubled about what you've cono to believe, what you are 
aoia- ; to your book and ultimately what you will be doing to yourself, I do not 
expect; your agreement, but I encourage you to give this more thought than vour 
letter reflects. Xoiqf make a defense, you do not areally respond and provide .answers. 

But I do wish you well and some solution you’ll be hap y with ten yearn from now. 



truly. 




